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ABSTRACT 

In December 1993, the Department of Defense issued directives that revised the military’s 
exclusionary policy toward homosexuals. These directives marked the culmination of an 
intense period of public debate that placed little emphasis on the moral dimension of 
homosexuality. The objective of this thesis is to determine if personal religious beliefs of 
military members influence their responses to policies that they perceive to involve morality, 
specifically with regard to the 1993 proposal to integrate homosexuals into the military. The 
research approach involves two phases: a review of the religious heritage of the United 
States, the First Amendment to the Constitution, and the history of military policies toward 
homosexuals; and an analysis of the religious demographics of the active-duty military, the 
doctrines on homosexuality of the largest denominations represented in the military, and the 
expressed moral beliefs of active-duty members regarding homosexuality. The results 
indicate that the United States has a strong Christian heritage, and that the First Amendment 
to the Constitution was not written to exclude Christian moral influence from the public- 
decision making process. Demographic data shows that a majority of military personnel 
classify themselves as Christian. Also, various studies suggest that a majority of military 
personnel oppose homosexual integration into the military. The author concludes that 
opposition to homosexual integration from military personnel is likely influenced by Christian 
teaching. It is recommended that future research explore the implications of opposition 
based on religious belief 
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I. INTRODUCTION 



A. POLITICAL SETTING 

During the period from October 30, 1991 to February 5, 1994, public interest soared 
concerning the issue of homosexual integration into the U.S. military. On October 30, 
1991, presidential candidate, Bill Clinton, indicated that he supported lifting the ban on 
homosexuals in the military; 1 and later, on November 1 1, 1992, as the president-elect, Mr. 
Clinton promised to lift the military ban on homosexuals. 2 

Within days of Clinton’s statement, political opposition mounted against the initiative 
to integrate homosexuals into the military. Later, opposition expanded to include 
numerous military, church, and community leaders. The nation seemed divided over this 
issue. A January 1993 Newsweek poll suggested that almost half of the American 
population wanted the president to delay lifting the ban, if there were suggestions of 
morale and readiness problems, while 40 percent felt there should be no delay. 3 

A period of intense, and often heated, negotiations followed between those opposed 
and in favor of lifting the ban. On January 29, 1993, President Clinton directed the 
Secretary of Defense to issue an interim policy that would allow the Department of 
Defense (DOD) the opportunity to study the issue and provided Congress with time to 



1 Clinton, William, J., “Don’t Ask, Don’t Tell, Don’t Pursue,” Press Conference, Transcribed by 
Grace, Steve, Internet, Xmosaic, July 19,1993. 

2 Ambush, Peter, “Lifting the Gay Ban: A Chronology,” Army Times . August 2, 1993, p. 16. 

3 Cleveland, Fred E., and Ohl, Mark A., “ Don’t Ask. Don’t Tell” - Policy Analysis and 
Interpretation . Master’s Thesis, Naval Postgraduate School, June 1994, p. 3. 
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more fully exercise its authority, including the consideration of legislation and the holding 
of hearings. 4 The interim policy directed DOD officials to stop asking recruits questions 
about their sexual orientation, and stated that anyone who announced his or her 
homosexuality would be placed in the nonactive duty status of standby reserve. 5 

On February 4, 1993, the Senate considered an amendment to the Family Leave Bill 
that would have maintained the exclusionary policy regarding homosexuals in the military. 

The measure was defeated by a vote of 62 to 37. 6 

On April 5, 1993, a Military Working Group was established by the Secretary of 
Defense to develop alternative options to meet the president’s requirement of integrating 
homosexuals into the military. 7 Later in that same month, the RAND Corporation’s 
National Research Institute was commissioned to provide information to assist in the 
formulation of a draft policy for the integration of homosexuals into the military. 8 

Opposition continued to mount against the president’s plan. General Colin Powell, 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and General Carl Mundy, Commandant of the 
Marine Corps, publicly opposed the president’s initiative. General Powell stated that 
“active and open homosexuality by members of the armed forces would have a negative 

4 Burrelli, David F., “An Overview of the Debate on Homosexuals in the U.S. Military,” Gavs and 
Lesbians in the Military - Issues. Concerns and Contrasts. (Hawthorne, NY: Aldine de Gruyter, 1994), p. 
20. U.S. Constitution , Article 1, Section 8, provides Congress with the power to “make rules for the 
Government and Regulation of the land and naval Forces.” 

5 Ibid. 

6 Cleveland and Ohl, p. 4. 

Ibid., p. 5. 

8 Ambush, p. 16. 
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